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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is In response to the Applicant's 'Remarl<s' and 'Amendments' filed 
May 19, 2006. 

Claims 5, 15-18, 32, and 33 remain cancelled. 

Claims 34-36 are newly added. 

Claims 1,19 and 24 are amended. 

Claims 1-4. 6-14, 19-31, and 34-36 are herein considered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 19, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The Applicant's primary argument concerns Landv\/ehr's failure to teach wherein 
both the communication module and the delay timer are isolated from the network. The 
Examiner fails to see where the isolation of the delay timers appears in the 
specification. However, in accordance with the MPEP, the Examiner has taken into 
consideration all claim amendments in order to further prosecution. As such, the 
Examiner respectfully disagrees that Landwehr fails to teach wherein the delay timer is 
isolated from the network and draws the Applicants attention to those sections within 
the prior art that teach where the timer is part of the system (circuit 3) that is isolated 
(col.3 lines 8-25). 
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Therefore, based on the above arguments, the Examiner maintains the 35 USC § 
102 and 103 rejections as set forth in the previous office action and amended below 
according to the Applicant's claim amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 19-31, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Applicant's addition of "isolating the delay time from the network" to claims 1,19, 
and 24, is unsupported by the specification. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included In this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11, 19, 21, 24, 25, 28, 30, 31, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Landwehr et al (US Patent No 5,892,901). 

Regarding claim 1, Landwehr teaches a method for providing a secure operating 
environment for a network accessible system comprising accessing a delay timer 
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operably coupled to a communication module, the delay timer including a delay time 
interval (col. 5 lines 29-34); comparing the delay time interval to an activity associated 
with the system communication with the network (col. 3 lines 45-65) the activity being 
any communication between the system and the network (col.1 lines 50-51); and 
isolating the communication module and the delay timer from the network based on the 
comparison (col.3 lines 4-6; col.3 lines 26-28; col.4 lines 31-40) without terminating all 
power supplied to the communication module (col.2 lines 13-16). 

Regarding claim 2, Landwehr teaches disabling the communication module if the 
communication module remains idle for a time period greater than the delay time 
interval (col.3 lines 59-65). 

Regarding claim 3, Landwehr teaches the disabling includes reducing a power 
state associated with the communication module (col.2 line 65 thru col.3 line 6). 

Regarding claim 4, Landwehr teaches detecting a user initiated request to 
access the network; altering the power state of the communication module; initializing 
the communication module to communicate with the network; and initializing the delay 
timer (col.3 lines 25-65). 

Regarding claim 6, Landwehr teaches the isolating further comprises 
disconnecting a communication port associated with the communication module (col.4 
lines 30-34). 

Regarding claim 7, Landwehr teaches initializing the delay time in response to 
the system initiating communication with the network (col.3 lines 32-38). 
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Regarding claim 8, Landwehr teaches adjusting the delay time interval using a 
software interface associated with a delay timer (col.4 lines 49-57). 

Regarding claim 9, Landwehr teaches adjusting the delay time interval using a 
hardware interface associated with the delay timer (col.4 lines 49-57). 

Regarding claim 11, Landwehr teaches accessing a network location; 
Disabling the communication module upon the communication module being idle for a 
time period greater than the delay time interval; and enabling the communication 
module upon determining a request to access the network location (col. 3 lines 25-65). 

Claims 19 and 21 are substantially equivalent to claims 1 and 11 respectively, 
therefore claims 19 and 21 are rejected because of similar rationale. 

Regarding claim 24, Landwehr teaches a communication module operable to 
communicate information via the network (col. 2 lines 65 thru col. 3 line 6); a delay timer 
operably coupled to the communication module (col. 5 lines 29-34); and the delay timer 
including a delay time interval and operable to disable communication between the 
network and the communication module with the delay timer (col.5 lines 29-34) without 
terminating all power to the communication module in response to a comparison of the 
delay time interval to any communication through the communication module (col. 2 
lines 13-16). 

Regarding claim 25, Landwehr teaches a data bus coupled to the 
communication module and a processor; and the data bus operable to communicate 
information based on the delay time interval (col. 2 line 61 thru col. 3 line 7; col. 3 lines 
59-65). 
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Regarding claim 28. Landwehr teaches the delay time interval programmed via 
an interface associated with the delay timer (col. 5 lines 29-34). 

Regarding claim 30, Landwehr teaches a power state operably associated with 
the delay timer and the power state operable to provide power to the communication 
module (col.3 lines 22-25). 

Regarding claim 31, Landwehr teaches a communication port communicatively 
coupling the communication module and the network; and the communication port 
operable based on the delay time interval (col.4 lines 30-34). 

Regarding claims 34-36, Landwehr teaches wherein the network implements a 
TCP/IP transport language protocol (col. 2 line 61 thru col.3 line 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between 
the subject matter sought to be patented an the prior are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Claims 10, 20, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Landwehr, and further in view of Namma et al (US Patent No 
6,185,615). 
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Regarding claim 10, Landwehr teaches the method of claim 1, but does not 
teach locating a reference within a memory associated with the delay timer, the 
reference operably associated with enabling the communication module; and removing 
the reference in response to the communication module being idle for a time period 
greater than the delay time interval. 

Namma does teach locating a reference within a memory associated with the 
delay timer, the reference operably associated with enabling the communication module 
(col. 6 lines 17-48); and removing the reference in response to the communication 
module being idle for a time period of greater than the delay time interval (col. 6 lines 40- 
48). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Landwehr*s secure identification system with Mamma's teaching of removing data 
associated with communication connection in order to provide an improved method of 
disconnecting communication between client and servers (Namma col.1 lines 52-54; 
col.6 lines 1-9). 

Claim 20 is substantially equivalent to claim 10 and is rejected because of similar 
rationale. 

Regarding claim 27, Namma teaches a communication module reference 
operable to be stored within memory (col.6 lines 18-22). 
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Claims 12-14, 22, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Landwehr, and further in view of Namma et a! and VIrtanen (US 
Patent No 6,249,681). 

Regarding claim 12, Landwehr teaches disabling the communication module 
upon the communication module remaining idle for a time period greater than the delay 
time interval (col. 3 lines 59-65), but does not teach storing a network reference operable 
to identify the network location; removing a communication module reference from a 
memory stack associated with the communication module, the communication module 
reference associated with enabling the communication module; and copying the 
communication module reference to the memory stick upon detecting a request by the 
system to access the network location. 

Namma teaches storing a network reference operable to identify the network 
location removing a communication module reference from a memory stack associated 
with the communication module, the communication module reference associated with 
enabling the communication module (col.6 lines 17-48). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Lanwehr's secure identification system with 
Mamma's teaching of removing data associated with communication connection in order 
to provide the improved method of disconnecting communication between clients and 
servers (Namma col.1 lines 52-54; col.6 lines 1-9). 

Virtanen teaches storing a network reference operable to identify the network 
location (col.4 lines 21-43), disabling the communication module upon the 
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communication module remaining idle for a time period greater than the delay time 
interval (col.2 lines 42-51), and copying the communication module reference to the 
memory stack upon detecting a request by the system to access the network location 
(col. 5 lines 1 -7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Landwehr's secure identification system with Virtanen's teaching of re- 
establishing communication in order to provide an improved and more efficient method 
that re-establishes communication between the parties after communication has been 
disconnected, interrupted, or disabled (col. 3 lines 23-33; col. 3 lines 40-58). 

Regarding claim 13, Landwehr, Namma and Virtanen teach the method of claim 
12, in addition Virtanen teaches enabling the communication module and accessing the 
network location using the network reference (col. 5 lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 14, Landwehr, Namma, and Virtanen teach the method of claim 
12, in addition Landwehr teaches initializing the delay timer upon detecting a user 
initiated request to access the network (col. 3 lines 32-37). 

Claims 22 and 23 are substantially equivalent to claims 12 and 13 respectively 
and are rejected because of similar rationale. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Landwehr, and further in view of Virtanen. 

Regarding claim 26, Landwehr teaches the device of claim 24, but does not 
teach a memory operable to store the delay time interval. Virtanen teaches a memory 
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operable to store the delay timer interval (col.6 lines 38-40; col.8 lines 54-62). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Landwehr*s secure 
identification system with Virtanen's teaching of re-establishing communication in order 
to provide an improved and more efficient method that re-establishes communication 
between parties after communication has been disconnected, interrupted, or disabled 
(col.3 lines 23-33; col.3 lines 40-58). 

Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Landwehr, and further in view of Yoshiba (US Patent No 5,495,480). 

Regarding claim 29, Landwehr teaches the device of claim 28 but does not 
teach the delay time interval programmed using a delay time interval reference and a 
communication module reference. Yoshida teaches the delay time interval programmed 
using a delay time interval reference and a communication module reference (col.1 lines 
34-35; col.2 lines 21-41; col.3 lines 20-27; col.5 lines 10-43). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Landwehr's secure identification 
system with Yoshida's teachings of a disconnecting timer circuit in order to provide a 
time dependent disconnecting circuit that is able to accommodate higher level 
applications (Yoshida col.1 lines 35-60). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamara Teslovich whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 4241. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Canter (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



^Teslovrefj 
August 7, 2006 



EMMANUEL L MOISE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



